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W ediscussthecaseswherelocaldecoherence selectively degradesonetypeofentanglem entm ore

than other types. A typicalcase is called state ordering change,in which two input states with

di�erent am ounts of entanglem ent undergoes a local decoherence and the state with the larger

entanglem entresultsin an outputstatewith lessentanglem entthan theotheroutputstate.W eare

also interested in a specialcase where thestate with thelargerentanglem entevolvesto a separable

state while the otheroutputstate isstillentangled,which we callselective entanglem entbreaking.

For three-levelor larger system s,it is easy to �nd exam ples ofthe state ordering change and the

selective entanglem entbreaking,butfor two-levelsystem sit is nottrivialwhethersuch situations

exist.W e presenta new strategy to constructexam plesoftwo-qubitstatesexhibiting the selective

entanglem entbreaking regardlessofentanglem entm easure.W ealso givea m orestriking exam pleof

theselectiveentanglem entbreaking in which thelessentangled inputstatehasonly an in�nitesim al

am ountofentanglem ent.

PACS num bers:03.67.M n,03.65.U d,03.65.Ta

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Q uantum entangled stateson a com posite system are
vitalresourcesform any quantum inform ation protocols
[1],and it is im portant to understand how various en-
tangled states are a�ected by decoherence when one of
the localsubsystem sisinteracted with the environm ent
oristransferred overa noisy quantum channel.Herewe
focus on the cases in which the e�ects ofsuch a local
quantum operation/channelare di�erent on two di�er-
ent kinds ofentanglem ent. In a typicalsituation,one
inputstate hasa large am ountofentanglem entand the
otherone hasvery sm allentanglem ent,butafterapply-
ing a localquantum channelon one ofthe system s,the
entanglem entin theform erstateiscom pletely destroyed
while the latterstate isstillentangled. In otherwords,
thelessentangled stateisrobustagainstthenoisesofthe
quantum channelthat severely degradesthe other type
ofentanglem ent.

W hen thedim ension ofHilbertspaceforthelocalsys-
tem ism orethan two,nam ely,fora three-levelorlarger
system ,such an exam ple is easy to �nd [2]. Since two
levels(a two-dim ensionalsubspace)are enough to form
entanglem entto anothersystem ,and there are di�erent
pairsoflevelsto choose,itiseasy to im aginea quantum
channelwhich com pletelydestroysthecoherencebetween
a speci�c pairoflevels,while leaving the coherence be-
tween another pair intact. If, however,the system in

�Electronic address:kinosita@ qi.m p.es.osaka-u.ac.jp

question isa qubit(a two-levelsystem ),theproblem be-
com esnontrivialbecauseany entanglem entm ustusethe
whole two-dim ensionalspace. Hence the phenom enon
of\state ordering change" by localevolution has been
soughtafter[2],in which theam ountofentanglem entE
satis�es

E (̂!1)� E (̂!2); E (̂!01)� E (̂!02) (1)

for input states !̂1;!̂2 and the output states !̂0j =
EL [̂!j](j = 1;2),where EL = E 
 I is a localquan-
tum channel.Zim an and Bu�zek have found exam plesof
such stateordering changefora particularm easureE of
entanglem ent[2].
At this point,one m ust recallthat the ordering be-

tween two entangled states m ay depend on the choice
ofthe entanglem entm easure. Eisertand Plenio showed
that the condition, E 0(̂!1) < E 0(̂!2) , E 00(̂!1) <

E 00(̂!2),is notalwayssatis�ed from M onte Carlo sim u-
lation (E 0;E 00 are two di�erententanglem entm easures)
[3]. That is to say, there exists a pair of states with
E 0(̂!1) < E 0(̂!2) and E 00(̂!1) > E 00(̂!2). M iranowicz
and G rudka studied such an am biguity in the ordering
in two-qubitstatesforentanglem entm easuresincluding
negativity,concurrence,and relativeentropy ofentangle-
m ent[4,5]. Hence a m easure-dependentexam ple isnot
enough to ascertain the existence ofthe state ordering
change in a localqubit channel. For a de�nite answer,
we need to show that Eq.(1) holds for any m easure of
entanglem entE .
In thispaper,weproposeageneralstrategytoproduce

m any exam ples of two-qubit states and a qubit chan-
nelshowing the state ordering change for any m easure
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of entanglem ent. In these exam ples, the output state
!̂01 = EL [̂!1]isseparable,nam ely,the qubitchannelde-
stroystheentanglem entin state !̂1 com pletely butleaves
behind partoftheentanglem entin state!̂2,whichwecall
\selectiveentanglem entbreaking".W efurthershow that
aparticularexam pleconstructed from theabovestrategy
exhibitsa m ore striking feature thatthe channelbreaks
entanglem entin !̂1 selectively even when theinputstate
!̂2 hasan in�nitesim alam ountofentanglem ent.
Theconstruction ofthepaperisasfollows.In Sec.II,

wegiveatrivialexam pleoftwo-qutritstatesand aqutrit
channelshowingtheselectiveentanglem entbreaking.W e
alsogiveprecisede�nitionsofthethreerelevantphenom -
ena:stateorderingchange,selectiveentanglem entbreak-
ing,and strong selective entanglem entbreaking. In the
m ain partofthepaper,Sec.III,wepresentastrategyfor
�nding exam plesoftwo-qubitstatesand a qubitchannel
showing the selective entanglem ent breaking. W e also
construct a speci�c exam ple and show that it exhibits
the strong selective entanglem entbreaking. In Sec. IV,
we show there isno selective entanglem entbreaking for
two-qubitpure states. In Sec. V,we consider a fam ily
ofentanglem ent m easures for which the state ordering
changecan be discussed with a strictinequality.Finally
Sec.VIconcludesthe paper.

II. T W O -Q U T R IT STA T E O R D ER IN G C H A N G E

Let us consider the case where the localsystem is a
qutrit, nam ely, the dim ension of the Hilbert space is
three.W ecan easily �nd an exam pleoftwo-qutritstates
and a qutritchannelshowing the state ordering change.
Considertwo pure statesj 1i=

p
1=2(j11i+ j22i) and

j 2i=
p
qj00i+

p
1� qj11i(0 < q < 1). Suppose that

the localchannelE applied to the �rstsystem is repre-
sented by K raus operators (the operator-sum represen-
tation): E(̂�)=

P

j
M̂ j�̂M̂

y

j,where M̂ 0 = j0ih0j+ j1ih1j

and M̂ 1 = j2ih2j. After applying EL = E 
 I to the
two input states, we obtain a separable state �̂out1 =
(j11ih11j+ j22ih22j)=2 for the �rst input state,but the
second inputstate rem ainsunaltered,�̂out2 = j 2ih 2j.
In this exam ple, the input state j 1i can be

transform ed to j 2i by local operations and clas-
sical com m unication (LO CC). O ne of the parties
applies a local �lter described by K raus opera-
tors Â 0 = j0ih0j +

p
1� qj1ih1j +

p
qj2ih2j and

Â 1 =
p
qj1ih1j+

p
1� qj2ih2j, and classically com m u-

nicate the outcom e (0 or 1) to the other party. Then,
local unitary operations can transform the �ltered
states as

p
1� qj11i+

p
qj22i�!

p
qj00i+

p
1� qj11i

and
p
qj11i+

p
1� qj22i�!

p
qj00i+

p
1� qj11i. W e

can also transform �̂out2 to �̂out1 by LO CC, since the
latter is separable. These observations assure that we
have E ( 1) � E ( 2) and E (̂�out1 ) � E (̂�out2 ) for any
entanglem entm easureE aslong asitsatis�es

(i)M onotonicity under LOCC,LO CC cannotincrease
the entanglem ent, nam ely, if the state �̂A B is trans-
form ed into �̂A B by LO CC,E (̂�A B )� E (̂�A B ).

W eseethatthistrivialexam pleshowsthestateordering
changeregardlessofthechoiceofentanglem entm easure,
which we de�neform ally as

State ordering change | A local quantum channel
EL = E 
 I and two inputstates !̂1 and !̂2 satisfy

E (̂!1)� E (̂!2); E (EL [̂!1])� E (EL [̂!2]) (2)

for any entanglem ent m easure E satisfying the m ono-
tonicity under LO CC,and am ong such m easures,there
existsa m easureE 0 satisfying

E
0(̂!1)> E

0(̂!2); E
0(EL [̂!1])< E

0(EL [̂!2]): (3)

Here we cannot dem and the strict inequality to hold
forany m easure,sincethe property (i)cannotexclude a
trivialm easure which is constantfor any state whether
it is entangled or not. If we are to require the strict
inequality,we need to restrictthe allowed entanglem ent
m easures,which willbe discussed in Sec.V.

In the above exam ple of two-qutrit state ordering
change,the entanglem ent in the state !1 is com pletely
destroyed by the channel. In thispaper,we de�ne such
casesasfollows:

Selective entanglem entbreaking | The state ordering
change occurswith one ofthe outputstatesbeing sepa-
rable.

M oreover,in the trivialexam ple considered here,the
entanglem ent in state j 2i is preserved no m atter how
sm allitsentanglem entis.Thisim pliesthatthequantum
channel selectively destroys the type of entanglem ent
held in a state !̂1,while itdoesnotcom pletely destroy
entanglem ent held in another state !̂2 even when its
entanglem ent ofform ation [6],E f (̂!2),is in�nitesim al.
Here we willde�ne such a phenom enon in the following
way.

Strongselectiveentanglem entbreaking| A localquan-
tum channelEL = E 
 I,an input state !̂1,and a se-
quence ofinputstatesf!̂jgj= 2;3:::1 satisfy (a)E (̂!1)�
E (̂!2) � E (̂!3) � � � � for any m easure E satisfying
(i), (b) There is a m easure E 0 such that E 0(̂!1) >

E 0(̂!2) and E 0(EL [̂!1]) < E 0(EL [̂!j]) for any j � 2,(c)
lim j! 1 E f (̂!j)= 0,and (d)EL [̂!1]isseparable.

In the three-levelsystem considered here or in larger
system s,theexistenceofthestateorderingchangeistriv-
ial,and even the existence ofthe strong selective entan-
glem entbreakingisalsotrivialasshown above.Thenext
section willdealwith thenontrivialquestion forthecase
ofa two-levelsystem .
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III. T W O -Q U B IT STA T E O R D ER IN G C H A N G E

In this section,we show an exam ple ofthe selective
entanglem entbreaking wherethelocalsystem isa qubit.
For two-qutrit system , it was not di�cult to �nd the
exam ple ofthe strong selective entanglem ent breaking.
This is because for three-levelorlargersystem s we can
preserveentanglem enteven ifwe apply a projectoronto
a two-dim ensionalsubspace. But for a two-levelinput
system ,we cannot preserve entanglem ent by nontrivial
projections.Itisthusdi�cultto �nd an exam pleoftwo-
qubitselectiveentanglem entbreakingalongthelineused
in the previoussection.
O ur strategy to �nd such an exam ple is as follows.

First we consider an entangled m ixed state �̂A B and a
qubit channelE� with a param eter � representing the
am ount ofthe noise introduced by the channel. After
applying the localchannelto the input state �̂A B ,we
calculate the negativity [7,8]ofstate E� 
 I(̂�A B ) as
a function of� to �nd the value of� = �sep at which
the state becom es separable. Next,going back to the
originalstate �̂A B , we apply a localunitary Û to the
�rst system to produce �̂A BU � (Û 
 Î)̂�A B (Û y 
 Îy).
W e again calculate the criticalvalue �sep for this state.
The success ofour strategy rests on whether the crit-
icalvalue �sep changes depending on the choice ofthe
unitary Û .O ncewe�nd such a dependency,wecan con-
struct an exam ple ofthe selective entanglem ent break-
ing as follows. W ithout loss of generality,we can as-
sum e that there is a value of� for which E� 
 I(̂�A BU )
is separable,while the negativity ofstate E� 
 I(̂�A B )
is strictly positive. Then,we consideran LO CC opera-
tion E0� with param eter� representing thestrength ofthe
noise (E00 = I 
 I),and apply itto state �̂A B to obtain
�̂A B� � E0�(̂�

A B ). If� is sm allenough but nonzero,we
haveN (̂�A B� )< N (̂�A B )= N (̂�A BU )while the negativity
ofthenew stateE� 
 I(̂�A B� )should stillbestrictly pos-
itive,nam ely,N (E� 
 I(̂�A B� ))> 0 = N (E� 
 I(̂�A BU )).
Hence,forthe negativity,thestrictinequality (3)issat-
is�ed (seeFig.1).O n theotherhand,wecan convert�̂A BU
to �̂A B� by LO CC (Û � 1 
 Î followed by E0�),and we can
also convertE� 
 I(̂�A B� )to E� 
 I(̂�A BU )by LO CC since
thelatterisseparable.Hence,from them onotonicity (i),
the inequality (2)holdsforany m easureE .
Letusshow a speci�c exam ple using the above strat-

egy.Firstweconsidera m ixed entangled state,

�̂
in
1 =

2

3
j�+ ih�+ j+

1

3
j00ih00j; (4)

wherej�+ i=
p
1=2(j00i+ j11i).Consideralocalunitary

on the �rstsystem A,

ÛA =
1
p
2

�
1 � 1
1 1

�

; (5)

which isthe rotation around Y axisby � = �=2 on the
Bloch sphere.Let�̂in2 = (ÛA 
 ÎB )̂�in1 (Û

y

A

 Î

y

B
),which is

Noise in the Channel

1

0

N(ρ)

N(ρ   )AB

N(ρ   )AB

ρAB

U

ρ=ε ○I(      )

ρABρ=ε ○I(      )

ρABρ=ε ○I(      )

FIG .1: Strategy to �nd exam ples ofthe selective entangle-

m entbreaking. W e use negativity N (̂�) as an entanglem ent

m easure,sinceitiseasy tocalculate.Slightdecreasein thede-

greeofentanglem ent(thearrow)isdoneby LO CC,and hence

theorderofthetwoinputstatesism easure-independent.The

order ofthe two output states is also m easure-independent,

since one ofthem isseparable.

written on the basisfj00i;j01i;j10i;j11ig in the m atrix
form

�̂
in
2 =

1

6

0

B
@

2 � 1 2 1
� 1 1 � 1 � 1
2 � 1 2 1
1 � 1 1 1

1

C
A : (6)

Asthelocalquantum channelapplied to system A,we
takea phasedam ping channelrepresented by two K raus
operators

Ê 0 =

�
1 0
0
p
1� �

�

; Ê 1 =

�
0 0
0
p
�

�

; (7)

where 0 � � � 1. Foran inputtwo-qubitstate �̂in,the
outputofthe phase dam ping channelisgiven by �̂out =
(Ê 0 
 Î)̂�in(Ê y

0 
 Îy)+ (Ê 1 
 Î)̂�in(Ê y

1 
 Îy).Forthetwo
inputstates �̂in1 and �̂in2 ,theoutputstatesarecalculated
as

�̂
out
1 =

1

3

0

B
B
@

2 0 0
p
1� �

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

p
1� � 0 0 1

1

C
C
A ; (8)

�̂
out
2 =

1

6

0

B
B
@

2 � 1 2
p
1� �

p
1� �

� 1 1 �
p
1� � �

p
1� �

2
p
1� � �

p
1� � 2 1

p
1� � �

p
1� � 1 1

1

C
C
A :

(9)
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3 (t= 1=3) are indicated by the

dotted curve,the dashed curve,and the solid curve,respec-
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The negativity fora bipartitestate �̂ isde�ned by

N (̂�)= m axf0;� 2�m ing; (10)

where�m in isthem inim um oftheeigenvaluesofthepar-
tialtranspose ofstate �̂ [7,8]. For two-qubit states,it
hastherangefrom 0 (separable)to 1 (m axim ally entan-
gled). The negativity ofthe two outputstates �̂out1 and
�̂out2 are

N (̂�out1 ) =
2

3

p
1� �; (11)

N (̂�out2 ) =
1

6

�

� 3+ 3
p
1� � +

q

10+ 6
p
1� � � 5�

�

;

(12)

which areshown in Fig.2.
W hen the noise param eter of the quantum channel

is � = �1 � � 16 + 12
p
2 � 0:97, N (̂�out2 ) = 0, and

N (̂�out1 )j�= �1 = 2(3 � 2
p
2)=3 � 0:11 > 0. Then we

decrease N (̂�in1 ) using LO CC.Speci�cally, we consider
an operation in which the state isreplaced by j00iwith
probability �.Applying thisoperation to �̂in1 ,wehave

�̂
in
3 = tj�+ ih�+ j+ (1� t)j00ih00j; (13)

wheret= 2(1� �)=3< 2=3.Calculating in a sim ilarway,
weobtain the negativity ofthe outputstateas

N (̂�out3 )= t
p
1� �: (14)

The casewith t= 1=3 isshown in Fig.2.
Asexplained forthegeneralstrategy,E (̂�in3 )� E (̂�in2 )

and E (̂�out3 )� E (̂�out2 ) hold for any entanglem entm ea-
suresatisfying the m onotonicity (i).O n the otherhand,
N (̂�in3 ) < N (̂�in2 ) holds for t < 2=3 and N (̂�out3 ) >

N (̂�out2 ) holds for t > 0. Hence the phase dam ping
channelwith � = �1 and the states �̂in2 and �̂in3 with
0< t< 2=3 exhibitthe selectiveentanglem entbreaking.
In the lim itoft! 0,the state �̂in3 becom esseparable.

But as long as t > 0, the output state is stillentan-
gled,and the state ordering change occurs. Hence the
particular exam ple here exhibits not only the selective
entanglem entbreaking,butalso the strong selective en-
tanglem entbreaking.

IV . N O SELEC T IV E EN TA N G LEM EN T

B R EA K IN G EX IST S FO R T W O -Q U B IT P U R E

STA T ES

In the previoussection,we presenta speci�c exam ple
ofselectiveentanglem entbreakingin which thetwoinput
statesarem ixed states.In fact,wecannot�nd pure-state
exam plesby our strategy. The reason is closely related
to the following generalproperty ofqubitchannels:ifa
two-qubitpure entangled state becom es separable after
one ofthe qubit passes through a qubit channel,then
the channelisan entanglem entbreaking channel[9,10],
nam ely, the channeldestroys the entanglem ent of any
inputstate.W e can proveitasfollows.
Considera two-qubitpurestatej ini= �j00i+ �j11i,

where�2 + �2 = 1,and supposethatj inibecom essep-
arable state �̂sep after the application ofa qubit chan-
nel. Im agine we further apply a local�lter, which is
described by theK rausoperator M̂ 0 = �j0ih0j+ �j1ih1j,
to the second qubit. The state after the successful�l-
tering,�̂sep � (̂I
 M̂ 0)̂�sep(̂I
 M̂ 0)y,isseparable since
�̂sep is separable. Now notice thateven ifwe apply the
local�lter �rst and then apply the one-qubit channel,
the �nalstate should be the sam e because they are op-
erationson di�erentsystem s. In thiscase,the state af-
terthesuccessful�ltering isa m axim ally entangled statep
1=2(j00i+ j11i),which evolvesinto theseparablestate

�̂sep aftertheapplication ofthequbitchannel.Hencethe
channelm ustbe an entanglem entbreaking channel.
This property ofqubit channels im m ediately tells us

thatthereisno selectiveentanglem entbreakingwith the
inputtwo-qubitstate !̂1,which isto be broken,being a
purestate.O urstrategyin Sec.IIIdoesnotworkforpure
�̂A B because �sep isthe sam e forany unitary operation
Û .Although thereisno selectiveentanglem entbreaking
forpuretwo-qubitstates,thepresentargum entdoesnot
exclude the possibility ofthe state ordering change for
two puretwo-qubitinputstates.
For a system with dim ension d larger than two, a

straightforward extension ofthe above proofshowsthat
a localchannelis entanglem ent breaking ifa pure en-
tangled state with fulllocalrank (the m arginaldensity
operatorhaving rank d)isbroken by the channel. This
leavesthepossibilityofhavingtheselectiveentanglem ent
breaking ofpurestateswith a sm alllocalrank,asin the
trivialexam pleshown in Sec.II.
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V . STA T E O R D ER IN G C H A N G E W IT H

ST R IC T IN EQ U A LIT Y

As discussed in Sec. II,not allofthe entanglem ent
m easuressatisfying the m onotonicity (i)ful�llthe strict
inequality (3). Here we show that, in the exam ple in
Sec.III,the strictinequality (3)holds fora wide range
ofm easures speci�ed by a set ofadditionalconditions
which are often considered to be desirable asa m easure
ofentanglem ent. W e consider the m easures satisfying
the following properties:

(i0)M onotonicity under LOCC on average, if LO CC
transform s �̂A B into a state �̂A Bi with probability pi,
the entanglem ent does not increase on average, i.e.
E (̂�A B )�

P

i
piE (̂�A Bi );

(ii)Vanishing on separable states,E (̂�A B )= 0 if �̂A B is
separable;
(iii)Norm alization, E (j�ih�j) = 1, where j�i =
p
1=2(j00i+ j11i);

(iv)Convexity,E (
P

i
pi�̂

A B
i )�

P

i
piE (̂�A Bi );

(v)Partialadditivity,E (̂�
 n)= nE (̂�);
(vi)Partial continuity, if state �̂n approaches  ̂
 n

for large n: h 
 n ĵ�nj 

 ni ! 1 for n ! 1 , then

jE ( ̂
 n)� E (̂�n)j=n ! 0.

It is shown that for any m easure E satisfying the
above set of conditions, the following inequality holds
forany state �̂ [11]:

E D (̂�)� E (̂�)� EC (̂�); (15)

where E D (̂�) is the distillable entanglem ent [12] and
E C (̂�)istheentanglem entcost[13].Using thisrelation,
wecan easily seethatE (̂�out3 )> E (̂�out2 )= 0since �̂out3 is
entangled and any two-qubitentangled stateisdistillable
[14],nam ely,0 < E D (̂�out3 )� E (̂�out3 ).W ecan alsoprove
E (̂�in3 )< E (̂�in2 ) for 0 < t< 0:495� � � as follows. From
Eq.(15),we have

E (̂�in3 )� E C (̂�
in
3 ); E D (̂�

in
2 )� E (̂�in2 ); (16)

and hence whatwe need isan upperbound on E C (̂�in3 )
and a lowerbound on E D (̂�in2 ).
The entanglem ent cost E C (̂�) is upper-bounded [13]

by the entanglem ent ofform ation E f (̂�) [6],which can
be com puted through the concurrenceC (̂�)[15]as

E f (̂�)= H [
1

2
(1+

p
1� C 2(̂�))]; (17)

H (p)= � plogp� (1� p)log(1� p): (18)

Using thisrelation,wehave

E C (̂�
in
3 ) � E f (̂�

in
3 ) (19)

= H [
1

2
(1+

p
1� t2)]: (20)

A lowerbound ofE D isgiven [6,12]as

g(̂�)= 1+
X

x

�x log�x � E D (̂�); (21)

where�x arethediagonalentriesofthem atrix form of�̂
on a Bellbasis.Since �̂in2 isrewritten on a Bellbasisas

1

6

0

B
@

5 0 0 1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1

1

C
A ; (22)

g(̂�in2 ) = 1 � H (1=6) (� 0:35). Solving 1 � H (1=6) >
H [(1+

p
1� t2)=2]num erically,we�nd that

E f (̂�
in
3 )< g(̂�in2 ); (23)

holdsfor0 < t< 0:495� � � . From Eqs.(16),(19),(21),
and (23),weobtain

E (̂�in3 )< E (̂�in2 ): (24)

Hence for 0 < t < 0:495� � � , the strict inequality (3)
holdsforthefam ily ofentanglem entm easuressatisfying
the properties(i0),(ii)-(vi).

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

W e have shown exam plesofa localqubitchannelex-
hibiting the selective entanglem entbreaking and an ex-
am ple with the strong selective entanglem ent breaking.
Theseresultsim ply thateven forthe system assm allas
a qubit,a quantum channel/operation can have a pref-
erenceoverwhich kind ofentanglem entto break.In our
exam ples,the ordering with respect to entanglem ent is
determ ined by the transform ability through LO CC op-
erations,and hence is de�ned solely by the property of
m onotonicity.Thism akesourresultsindependentofthe
choiceoftheentanglem entm easure.W ehavealsoshown
thattheorderingchangewith astrictinequalityholdsfor
a fam ily ofm easuressatisfying a setofplausible condi-
tions.
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